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ABSTRACT

Monitoring of salmonids in the New River Basin continued in fiscal
years 1996 to 1998. New River summer steelhead surveys have occurred
in either September or October since 1989. During the past ten years,
adult summer steelhead counts have ranged from 251 to 765 fish,
averaging 480 fish. Over the same period, half-pounders represented
between 1.4 and 24.0 percent of all summer steelhead counted. . For
1996-1998, counts of summer steelhead were 307, 651, and 495 fish
respectively, with half-pounder percentages of 18, 7, and 1.4
respectively. l ‘

New River spring chinook counts for 1996-1998, were 45, 40, and 20 fish
respectively. 2Annual spring chinook counts on New River over the last
ten years (1989 to 1998) have ranged from 2 to 45 fish, averaging 22
fish. In comparison, spring chinook counts on the Salmon River
(Klamath River tributary) over the same period have ranged from 148 to
1,249, averaging 731. South Fork Trinity River counts for the eight
years (1991-1998) ranged from 66 to 1,097 fish, averaging 408 fish

New River chinook redd surVeys resulted in the observation of 104, 181,
and 11 redds in 1996, 1997, and 1998 respectively. Prior to 199s,
annual chinook redd counts had ranged from a low of 6 to a high of 53.

Juvenile emigration catch totals for 1996 were 4,372 steelhead, 82
chinook, and 11 coho (this represented the first capture of coho since
the onset of the study in 1989). Juvenile emigration catch totals for
1597 were 7,270 steelhead, 325 chinook, and 9 coho. Juvenile
emigration catch totals for 1998 were 2,937 steelhead, 333 chinook. No
coho were captured in 1998.

Juvenile emigration monitoring abundance indices for 1996 were 30,762
steelhead, 553 chinook, and 65 coho. Juvenile emigration abundance
indices for 1997 were 50,840 steelhead, 1,974 chinook, and 118 coho.
Juvenile emigration abundance indices for 1998 were 22,366 steelhead
and 1,520 chinook. The 1997 steelhead abundance index total for the
New River rotary trapping was the highest for the ten years of
monitoring. The highest abundance index totals prior to 1997 had
occurred in 1990 (33,884), 1991 (31,845), 1996 (30,762), and 1992
(30,299) respectively. '

A comparison of juvenile salmonid index reach counts from 1990 through
1958, showed higher age 0 steelhead densities in the upper mainstem and
tributary reaches than occurred in lower New River mainstem index
reaches, and is likely associated with the proximity to spawning areas.
This trend did not occur for age 1 and age 2 steelhead, whose
densities, although lower than age 0 fish, did not differ appreciably
between the lower and upper mainstem and tributary index reaches.



INTRODUCTION

New River is an undammed fifth-order tributary to the Trinity River in
northwestern California (Figure 1). Fishes of the New River include
summer, fall, and winter-run steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss); rainbow
trout (nonandromous O. mykiss); speckled dace (Rhinichthys osculus);
Klamath smallscale sucker (Catostomus rimiculus); Pacific lamprey
(Lampetra tridentatus); fall chinook (0. tshawytscha) and a remnant run
of spring chinook (0. tshawytscha). Very few coho salmon (0. kisutch)
have been found in New River. These coho were represented by a few
carcasses found during past weir operations and juveniles captured in a
rotary trap. Presently, c¢oho do not appear to utilize New River on a
regular basis., Whether this is true historically or simply due to the
decline of coho throughout their range is not known.

New River and its tributaries have an estimated 80 kilometers (km) of
holding, spawning and rearing habitat of special importance to summer,
fall, and winter-run steelhead. Estimates by California Department of
Fish and Game (CDFG) indicate the number of wild summer steelhead in
California range from 1,500 to 4,000 fish (Gerstung, personal
communication, 1996). New River summer steelhead counts over the past
decade have ranged from 307 to 804 fish, marking it one of the larger
populations in California. Early fishery investigations in New River
were conducted by the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) Big Bar Ranger
District. The USFS characterized habitat suitability and accessibility
in New River and its major tributaries with regard to summer and
winter-run steelhead (Freese and Taylor 1979).

In 1984, portions of New River were included within the Trinity Alps
Wilderness Area (Figure 2). In 1988, funded through the Trinity River
Fish and Wildlife Restoration Act (TRFWRA) (P.L. 98-541), the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (FWS) began investigations in New River to
identified habitat quantity.and quality pertaining to spring chinook.
In 1989, the scope of the project was increased to include fall chinook
and all three races of steelhead. A monitoring program was established
and has included annual adult counts (salmon and steelhead), redd
surveys (salmon only), juvenile emigration monitoring, and juvenile
over summer rearing densities. '

The TRFWRA reauthorized funds in 1996 (P.L. 104-143) for an additional
three years of monitoring during which time the project became a
cooperative effort with the Hoopa Valley Tribe (HVT). This report
presents results of monitoring conducted on New River for Fiscal Year
(FY) 1996, 1997 and 1998, and attempts to integrate the results of the
preceding years (USFWS 1991, 1992, 1994, 1995, 1996).
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Figure 1.

Location of New River watershed, Trinity River Basin,

California.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

Adult Counts and Chinook Redd Surveys

Annual summer steelhead and spring chinook counts were conducted on New
River (mouth to river kilometer (rkm) 33.8) and portions of the
following tributaries: Virgin Creek (Soldier Creek to New River), 8lide
Creek (North Fork Eagle Creek to New River), and the East Fork (South

Fork confluence to New River) (Figure 2). Counts were conducted via
mask/snorkel dives from 9/3-9/19/96, 9/15-9/19/97, and twice in 1998
(8/10-8/14 and 10/5-10/9). Snorkel counts began in the uppermost

tributary reaches and ended at the New River/Trinity River confluence.
Tributary reaches were divided into two sections and snorkeled
concurrently by two crews. The mainstem New River was divided into
nine sections (Figure 2) with multiple sections snorkeled in
consecutive days. Steelhead >36 cm (14 inches) were considered adults
and those under 36 cm as half-pounders. Chinook >59 cm (22 inchesg)
were counted as adults with smaller fish considered jacks.

Chinook redd surveys were conducted twice in FY 1996 (10/21-10/24/96
and 11/4-11/7/96). In FY 1997, redd surveys began on 10/9 and then
every other week through 11/18/97. 1In FY 1998, surveys began on 10/5
and then every other week through 11/19/98. Except for a one-time
check (10/20/97) of the first 5 rkm'’s of Virgin and Slide Creek, all
other redd surveys were conducted only on the mainstem New River.
Chinook tended to spawn in the same locations yvear after year, and
areas with little spawning habitat (East Fork to Quinby Creek) were
spot checked or surveyed only once during a given year.

Juvenile Emigration Monitoring

A 2.44 m diameter rotary trap (Figure 3) was deployed in the same
location (rkm 3.75) in late March or early April each year, and an
attempt was made to operate the trap seven days a week through July.
The actual rotary trap monitoring periods using a 2.44 m trap were
3/26-7/19/96, 4/1-7/11/97, and 4/8-7/22/98. To trap through July, a
1.52 m diameter trap was substituted for the larger trap from 7/12-
7/28/97 and 7/23-7/31/98. The trapping period was not extended in
1996.

A sampling day was the time between setting the trap and the removal of
all captured fish the following day. Trap checks typically occurred
between 0930 and 1200 hours. Fish were netted, placed in 19-liter (5-
gallon) buckets and anesthetized with tricaine methanesulfonate (MS-
222). A single fish was used to test the strength of the anesthesia
and thereafter 5 to 15 fish were anesthetized as a group. Captured
adult steelhead were not anesthetized. Adult fork lengths (FL) were
estimated and the fish was immediately released.
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Random samples of up to 50 juvenile fish per species and development
code were measured to the nearest mm. Due to an inconsistency in
personnel, fish development stage was recorded differently each year.
For 1996 and 1997, fish displaying faint or absent parr marks, silvery
coloration, black caudal-~fin margin, and loose scales were categorized
as a " smolt” and all others ag * parr” . Development stage was not
recorded during the first 33 trap days of 1998, and when resumed, a
pre-smolt category was added. '

Scales samples for age analysis were collected primarily from juvenile
steelhead. Scales were removed from between the dorsal fin and lateral

‘line with a pocketknife. The frequency of scale collection varied each

year with samples taken from up to 15 parr and 15 smolt each day in
1996. In an effort to reduce stress to fish, scale sampling frequency
in 1997 was reduced to once a week (Thursday) from all measured fish.
In 15998, all fish larger than 60 mm during the first few weeks of
trapping were sampled. Thereafter, scales were collected from outliers
depicted on a length-frequency histogram. A catch database updated
daily automatically adjusted the length-frequency distribution
compensating for growth. Scale samples were mounted on microscope
slides and ages were determined with the aide of a microfiche
projector. Samples were aged twice independently and discrepancies
were resolved by a third reader.

Daily catches of parr and smolt were ascribed ages (age 0-3) and summed
by Julian Week (JW) (Appendix A). Catch totals given are actual number
of fish captured and handled. Given similar trapping effort
(consistency in trap placement, trap size, days trapped) and juvenile
emigration patterns, weekly and_annual abundance index totals are a
method of comparing emigration magnitude (year-class strength) and
emigration timing trends between years. Weekly emigration abundance
totals were based on daily abundance index totals and daily abundance
indéx estimates for days not sampled. Daily abundance. totals (Index,)
were calculated per species and age classes using the following
eqguation:

" Indexy = Catchy/(Q,/Q)

Where: Catch, daily catch by species and age class
Qs = volume of river discharge sampled (cfs)
Q = daily river discharge (cfs)

Stream velocities entering the trap were measured and recorded each
trap day. In 1996 and 1997 a Price AA current velocity meter and top-
setting rod were used to measure velocity. A General Oceanics digital
flow meter (Model 2030) was used in 1998. Both instruments provided
comparable estimates of velocity. Velocity measurements were taken
directly in front of the cone at three stations (right, center, left)




and at 0.2 and 0.8 of the cones operating depth. The area (f?) of each
cell were multiplied by its corresponding average water velocity (f/s)
to determine volume sampled in cubic feet per second (cfs).

A stream gauge at rkm 3.4 was used to estimate Q. Gage height was
recorded daily during the trap season. GCauge height and the
corresponding Q were estimated utilizing the following gage/flow
relationship established by AFWO in 1990 (USFWS 1991) :

{lO [1.35 + 3.05(109(2(4-1))]}_1’

X= gauge height (feet), Q= discharge (cfs)

For days not sampled and/or having had a fouled set (cone rotation
ceased), daily abundance was estimated by averaging the abundance
values of two days prior to and two days after the day/s not sampled.
Weekly abundance indexes represent the sum of daily abundance and were
calculated by Julian Week. For Julian Weeks not completely sampled at
the beginning and end of the trapping seasons, the nearest two days of
abundance index values were used to generate index estimates for non-
sampled days within the Julian Week.

Stream Discharge and Water Temperatures

Mr. Roger Eckert of Five Waters Ranch collected stream discharge from
11/14/95 through 3/26/96. The Five Waters gage was read 2 to 4 times a
week until the start of rotary trapping, after which gage readings
occurred daily through July. Daily water temperature data were
recorded in two hour intervals using a Ryan Instruments digital
recorder (Model #RTM) located adjacent to the stream gage. Temperature
data at Five Waters were recorded from 3/31-11/22/96, 3/15-12/24/97,
and 1/4-9/18/98.  Daily maximum, minimum, and mean water temperatures

were calculated between 0100 and 2400 hours.

Water temperature monitoring expanded in 1997 to include seven index
reaches, the mouths of New River, Big Creek and Devils Canyon, and in
the mainstem Trinity River just upstream of New River (Figure 4). A
total of twelve Onset Corp. Optic StowAway temperature recorders were
deployed at these location in mid-May 1997. Each temperature recorder
was secured within a 5.3 x 30 cm PVC tube anchored to a rock at a depth
of ~0.9 m. All twelve recorders were retrieved and downloaded in
September 1997.
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Seven temperature recorders were redeployed in mid-May 1998. The 1997
sites that did not receive a recorder in 1998 included the mainstem
Trinity River, the mouths of New River and Big Creek, and index reach
3-1. A temperature recorder was deployed at the mouth of Devils Canyon
but malfunctioned. Temperature recorders were retrieved and downloaded
in September 1998. :

Index Reaches and Juvenile Over Summer Rearing

Fourteen index reaches established in 1989 (USFWS 1991) were re-habitat
typed and snorkeled each year at low summer flow. Eight index reaches

-occur on the mainstem New River (1-1,1-2,2-0,3-1,3-2,4-0,5-1,5-2), one.

on East Fork (6-0), three on Virgin Creek (7-1,7-2,7-3), and two on
Slide Creek (8-1,8-2) (Figure 4). Index reaches were habitat typed
using the modified McCain et al. (1990) methodology. Habitat typing
occurred in the week preceding snorkel counts. The bottom and top of
each mesohabitat unit was flagged and marked by stacked cobble.
Snorkel counts occurred 7/29-8/12/96, 8/4-8/7/97, and 9/14-9/18/98,

Each meschabitat was snorkeled upstream in succession beginning from
the lowermost downstream unit. Counts were conducted during daylight
hours and represent fish actually observed. Measures were not taken to
determine the number of fish present but not observed, nor were crew
ability/inability to see fish calibrated. Juveniles were tallied per
species and age class (Age 0-3). The approximate length per age class
was adopted from rotary trap length-frequency/age distributions.

One swimmer snorkeled narrow mesohabitat units (< 2 m wide) with fish
counts repeated once. Snorkel counts by 2 cor 3 swimmers occurred where
stream width permitted. These units’ counts were not repeated. When
fish aggregated at the top of a unit, each swimmer counted fish only
within a pre-assigned age class. Fish larger than age 3 but smaller
than half-pounders, were considered resident trout.

After an entire index reach was snorkeled, width measurements were
taken at the bottom, %, %, %, and top of each unit length. Depth
measurements occurred at %, ¥ and ¥ increments of all measured widths.
Unit mean width and depth were derived from these measurements.
However, maximum depth was measured where it occurred. Additional
information recorded including percent unit cover, domlnant/subdomlnant
unit cover type (bank, small woody debris, large woody debris,
terrestrial vegetation, surface turbulence, boulders, bedrock ledges,
depth), and unit substrate type (bedrock, boulder =30.0 cm, cobble
30.0~8.0 cm, gravel 8.0-0.5 cm, sand 0.5-0.01 cm, and fines <0.01 c¢m).
Dominant/subdominant substrate types were recorded from 1990-1997. In
1998, unit substrate types were recorded as a percentage and could
constitute more than two substrate types. However,
dominant/subdominant substrate types could still be derived.

10



Species age class densities (fish/m?) were derived per mesochabitat unit
and index reach. Age class density distributions were not normally
distributed and received a square root transformation prior to further
analysis. Due to the inherent subjectivity of habitat typing, all
mesohabitats were grouped into their respective macrohabitat category
(riffle, run and pool). Because fewer than two riffle, run or pool
mesohabitat types sometimes occurred within a given index reach,
macrohabitat density transformations were further grouped by basin
area, i.e. the lower New River, upper New River, East Fork, Slide Creek
and Virgin Creek. Mainstem New River groupings stemmed from the
observation that for age 0 steelhead, consistent differences occurred
annually in the mean density between the lowest mainstem index reaches
(1-1, 1-2, 2-0, 3-1, 3-2) and the remainder of the index reaches

(Figure 5). Index reaches 1-1 to 3-2 were grouped as the lower New
River (Lower NR), reaches 4-0 to 5-2 were grouped as the upper New
River (Upper NR). The tributary reaches were grouped by their

respective name i.e. East Fork, Slide Creek and Virgin Creek.

Age class density transformations were compared by year and macro-
habitat type. The NCSS statistical software version 6.0, split-plot
design was used to calculate interactive lease squares mean densities
by age, year (1990 to 1998), index reach group (Lower NR..etc.) and
macrohabitat type (riffle, run, pool). Statistical significance
between year, stream reach and macrohabitat types was not applied
because fish counts were not statistically bounded within confidence
intervals. Collapsing macrohabitats into respective mesohabitats did
reduce subjectivity between habitat typing crews, but other sources of
year to year variability (actual numbers of fish verses fish observed)
could not be accounted for,

Mean Densities by Index Reach
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Adult Summer Steelhead Counts

Summer steelhead begin their upstream migration between May and October
in a sexually underdeveloped state and over-summer inriver prior to

spawning in January and February (Barnhart 1986). Adult summer
steelhead enter New River as early as June, but most do not reach the
pools in which they will over-summer until August (Freese 1982). New

River summer steelhead surveys have occurred in either September or
October since 1989. During the past ten years, adult summer steelhead
counts have ranged from 251 to 765 fish, averaging 480 fish. Over the
same period, half-pounders represented between 1.4 and 24.0 percent of
all summer steelhead counted. For 1996-1998, counts of summer
steelhead were 307, 651, and 495 fish respectively (Table 1), with
half-pounder percentages of 18, 7, and 1.4 respectively.

Many New River tributaries are not accessible to adult summer steelhead
due to either falls or low flow (physical barriers) at their
confluence. Other portions of New River tributaries have not been
surveyed due to time constraints, even though summer steelhead could
possibly hold in these areas. Areas not surveyed include Slide Creek
(upstream of Eagle Creek and North Fork Eagle Creek confluence), Virgin
Creek (upstream of Soldier Creek) and on the East Fork (South Fork of
the East Fork (SFEF)), Cabin Creek, and the East Fork upstream of the
SFEF confluence) (Figure 6). Excluding these areas does not likely
detract significantly from the overall run-size estimate. This is
based on the fact that over the last ten years, 88 to 99 percent of all
adult summer steelhead observed were within the New River mainstem.

Anecdotal information suggests summer steelhead do over-summer in the
SFEF. Past CDFG surveys (CDFG New River Field notes), and Freese and
Taylor (1979), acknowledge that the stream is suitable for spawning.
Freese and Taylor (1979) also noted the SFEF is probably most important
to winter steelhead. Spawning gravel was reported scarce on the East
Fork upstream of Cabin Creek. Freese and Taylor (1979) observed one
summer steelhead in the:East Fork approxihately 0.4 rkm upstream of the
Cabin Creek confluence. This fish was upstream of a 2.4 m falls
formerly considered a barrier (CDFG biologist Thomas, 1973 field
notes). A 3.0 m falls occurs on Eagle Creek downstream from the
confluence with the North Fork of Eagle Creek, but it does not pose a
barrier to summer steelhead. This falls is associated with a deep pool
and adults have been observed upstream during past FWS surveys. A
summary of the Freese and Taylor (1979) narrative of New River and its
tributaries, including water temperature, barrier locations, and
presence/absence of summer steelhead habitat is included as Appendix B.
A compilation of the available habitat and barriers known to the Arcata
Fish and Wildlife Office (AFWO) are presented in Figure 6.
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Adult Spring Chinook Counts

Spring chinook salmon 1life history involves adults migrating to the
upper reaches of their natal stream during spring and early summer

(Barnhart and Hillemier 1994). Adults hold in deep, cold, permanent
pools from June through September prior to spawning (Leidy and Leidy
1984; Barnhart and Hillemier 1994). New River spring chinook counts

were conducted in conjunction with summer steelhead surveys (Table 1),
and all spring chinook were observed only within the New River
mainstem.

New River spring chinook counts for 1996-1998, were 45, 40, and 20 fish
respectively. Annual spring chinook counts on New River over the last
ten years (1989 to 1998) have ranged from 2 to 45 fisgh, averaging 22
fish (sd=13.0). 1In comparison, spring chinook counts on the Salmon
River (Klamath River tributary) over the same period have ranged from
148 to 1,249, averaging 731 (sd=519.7). South Fork Trinity River
counts for the eight years (1991-1998) ranged from 66 to 1,097 fish,
averaging 408 fish (sd=346.2). Larger numbers of spring chinook occur
upstream of Junction City, but these counts are largely influenced by
chinock of Trinity River Hatchery origin.

Chinook Redd Surveys

Spring chinook spawning usually begins in the latter part of September
and continues through October (Barnhart and Hillemier 1994) . Leidy and
Leidy (1984) describe the spring chinook spawning period in the Trinity
River system as September through November. Fall chinook have been
recorded in the mainstem Trinity River as early as July but generally
do not enter the larger tributaries until September and October.
Spawning begins in October and continues through December (Leidy and
Leidy 1984). It is believed that all chinook spawning in New River
occurs in the mainstem river. However, locals have referred to a run
of “ coho salmon” that used to enter tributaries in July. This
anecdotal information may suggest that a larger run of salmon, most
likely spring chinook, may have occurred in New River historically.

And although chinook have not been observed in the tributaries during
our surveys, at least one chinook jack was observed in Virgin Creek
during the fall months in the mid-1990's (Kautsky, personal
communication, 1998).

Prior to FY-97, annual counts of chinook redds have ranged from 6 to
53, for a total of 134 redds (Table 2). Of these 134 redds, 68 were
attributed to spring chinook and 66 to fall chinook. The two
parameters used to distinguish between a spring and fall chinook redd
were location (upper or lower basin) and the time of year (October
verses November) .
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Table 2. New River redd survey results, FY 1989-13956.
Fiscal Year Spr. Chinook Redds Fall Chinook Redds Totals

1989 10 6 16
1980 14 0 14
1991 7 4 11
1992 3 3 6
1993 3 7 10
1954 28 25 53
1985 3 21 24
1996 Survey not conducted

Totals 68 66 134

FY-97: Chinook redd surveys were conducted on New River twice in FY-97

(Table 3). A total of 70 redds were counted from 10/21 to 10/24/96.
Sixty-two percent of these redds were found within the first 12.1 rkm’s
(New River mouth to Panther Creek) (Figure 7). Spawning also occurred

between Quinby Creek and the Denny Campground, and between the East
Fork confluence and the Virgin/Slide Creek confluence. Based on run
timing it is thought that these fish were likely all spring chinook.

In a conversation with CDFG biologist Mark Zuspan, he too was of the
opinion that these fish were probably spring-run fish (Zuspan, _
personnel communication, 1996). A second survey was conducted from
11/4 to 11/7/96, and an additional 34 new redds were located. Fifty
percent of these new redds occurred within the first 3.5 km. 1In total,
104 chinook redds were counted in FY-97, which was significantly higher
than the eight year average (36) from FY-89 through FY-95 (no survey
conducted in FY-96). :

Table 3. Chinook redd survey results, FY 1997.

T FY-97 Redd survey dates (new redds)
10/21 11/04
Reach to to No other surveys conducted
10/24 11/07 due to high flows Total
Confluence - Barron Creek 8 2 10
Barron Creek - EBast Fork confl. 5 2 7
East Fork - Footbridge 3 2 5
Footbridge - Denny campground 8 1 9
Denny campground - Panther Creek 3 3 [
Panther Creek - Five Waters 29 8 37
Five Waters - Trinity River 14 16 30
Total 70 34 104

FY-98: Redd surveys were conducted in the upper New River between 10/9
and 10/13/97, with 4 redds counted between the East Fork confluence and
a falls downstream of the Virgin/Slide Creek confluence. The upper
mainstem above Barron Creek was surveyed again on 10/20/97, as were the
first 5.0 rkm’s of both Virgin and Slide Creek. Redds were not observed
in any of these reaches. The remainder of the New River mainstem
(Barron Creek to the Trinity River) was surveyed on 10/21 and 10/22/97.
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Of the 126 redds counted in October, 38 percent (47) were counted
within the first 3.4 rkm’s of New River. '

Two redd surveys were conducted (Virgin/Slide Creek confluence to
Trinity River) in November 1997 (Table 4). A total of 55 new redds
were observed. Of these, 78 percent (47) were located within the first
3.5 rkm’s of New River. Redds in this reach were constructed in most
locations where gravel aggregated in areas of appropriate water
velocity, inecluding those at depths of up to 2.4 m. In all,
approximately 181 redds were observed in FY-98, which represents the
largest number counted in any ocne year during this study. Redds were
observed throughout the New River mainstem, with over 50 percent having
occurred within the first 3.5 rkm’s. Redd superimposition was most
prevalent within the first 1.0 to 1.5 rkm’s, and thus the reason for
estimated counts.

Chinook redd survey results, FY 1998.

Table 4.
FY-58 . Redd survey dates (new redds)
10/20 11/04 11/18
Reach 10/09 10/14 to to to
10/22 11/06 11/19 Total
Confluence - Barron Creek 3 NS | - 0 0 0 3
Barron Creek - EBast Fork confl. NS 1 4 0 13
East Fork - Footbridge N§ NS 0 0 4
Footbridge - Denny campground NS N8 15 0 0 15
Denny campground - Panther Creek NS NS 18 0 0 138
Panther Creek - Five Waters NS NS 27 2 2 31
Five Waters - Trinity River ) NS NS 50 ~47" NS ~97
Total 3 1 122 -537 2 =181
"~ Due to redd superimposition counts are estimates.
N8 = No survey

FY-99: The AFWO and the HVT conducted chinook redd surveys in FY-99,
although funding was not allocated from the TRFWRA. Chinook redd
surveys were conducted every other week beginning in early October
through mid-November 1998 (Table 5). In total, 11 redds were observed
which is significantly lower than the preceding two years and redd
distribution primarily occurred within the first 19.0 km (New River
mouth to Denny). During the last survey in mid-November, five fresh
chinook were observed holding within the lower 3.5 km. Although new
fish likely contributed additional redds, the fact remains that the
number of spawners entering New River in FY-99, was very low. Where
fish had spawned on top of each other in FY-98, spawning was not

observed, nor were fish holding near the mouth of New River waiting to
ascend. :
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Table 5. Chinook redd survey results, FY 1999,

PY-99 Redd survey dates (new redds)

10/05. 10/19 11/02
to to to 11/19

Reach 10/09 10/21 11/04 Total
Confluence - Barron Creek 0 0 0 NS 0
Barron Creek - East Fork confl. 0 0 0 NS [s}
Fast Fork - Footbridge 0 0 0 N3 0
Quinby Creek - Denny campground 0 1 0 0 1
Denny campground - Panther Creek ) 0 0 NS 1 1
Panther Creek - Five Waters 1 3 0 0 4
Five Waters - Trinity River 0 1 4 0 5

Total 1 5 4 1 11

NS = No survey

Adult Coho

Adult coho in New River have been poorly documented. Two adult cocho
carcasses were observed in the mainstem New River in December 1992,
during the operation of an adult counting weir at Five Waters. This
welir operated in 1992 and 1993, during which time no adult coho were
captured. Except during the operation of this weir, AFWO has spent
little time in New River during the period of coho spawning (late
November to mid-January). The ability to conduct coho surveys is
aggravated by high flows and poor visibility. Coho from Trinity River
Hatchery were planted in New River in 1968 (USFWS 1%91). Big Creek and
the East Fork have been cited as New River tributaries historically -
having coho (USFS 1987, cited in Hassler et al. 1991). However, a 10 m
falls restricts anadromous access to all but the first 0.5 rkm of Big
Creek. The East Fork provides good to excellent coho habitat. A few.
juvenile coho were captured during rotary screw trapping during the
spring of 1996 and 1997; indicating coho do use New River periodically.

Stream Flow and Water Temperature, FY 1996-1998

The highest discharge recorded for FY-96 occurred on December 29, 1995
(22,408 cfs). During juvenile emigration monitoring, the highest
recorded discharge (4,213 cfs) occurred on April 24 1996. Median flow
at Five Waters, April through July (1996), ranged from 954 to 149 cfs
(Table 6). Summer base flow for August and September (1996) was
approximately 72 cfs. Discharge data for FY-97 was limited to the
period of juvenile emigration monitoring (April 2 to July 28, 1997).
The highest discharge (1,436 cfs) Was recorded on April 23, 1997.
Median flow at Five Waters, April through July (1997), ranged from 404
to 109 cfs (Table 6). Summer base flow for August and September (1997)
was based on four gage readings and ranged from 68 to 87 cfs.

Discharge data for FY-98 was again limited to the period of juvenile
emigration monitoring (April 8 to July 30, 1998), during which time the
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Table 6. Median flow and mean water temperatures by month and year at
Five Waters.
Median flow (cfs) ‘ Mean water Temperature (°C)
Month, 199%6 1587 1998 - 1996 ) 1997 1998
Apr 954 404 1014 8.9 8.5
May 712 365 734 10.8 9.5
Jun 281 198 668 14.8 16.3 13.2
Jul 149 109 197 20.1 19.6 19.7
Aug 19.7 20.7 20.2
Sept 16.2 17.3 20.4
Oct . : , 11.9 11.2
Nov 8.1
Dec . 5.1

highest discharge (1,470 c¢fs) was recorded on May 2, 1998. Median flow
at Five Waters, April through July 1998, ranged from 1,014 to 197 cfs
(Table 6, Appendix C).

Water temperatures during periods of concurrent operation (May 15-
September 15, 1996-1998) indicate cooler water temperatures occurred
during spring 1998. Daily mean water temperatures in June 1996, 1997,
and 1998, were 14.8, 16.3, and 13.2 respectively, and are indicative of
flow conditions in June (Table 6, Appendix C). Maximum water
temperatures occurred in July and August, where temperatures higher
than 24°C generally occurred between 1400 and 1600 hours. For all
three years there were 24-hour periocds when water temperatures exceeded
20°C for two to four consecutive days at Five Waters. Rich (1987)
reported water temperatures exceeding 20°C limits growth in salmonids.
Maximum water temperatures generally decreased between 1600 and 0800
hours. Average daily water temperature for July and August were within
0.5°C all three years. Water temperatures for September 1998 were more
than 2°C warmer than in September 1996, and September 1997, and were
probably in response to lower stream discharge.

Water temperature data collected during July and August 1997 and 1998
depict cooler water temperatures higher in the basin (Figure 8).

Cooler water flowing from the three major tributaries (Big Creek (rkm
6.3), Devils Canyon (rkm 24.3) and the East Fork (rkm 25.7)) as well as
from the headwaters, Virgin and Slide Creek, provide areas of thermal
refugia, and taken in the aggregate, help moderate mainstem water

‘temperatures. During the warmest months in 1997 (July-September),

inflow from Big Creek and Devils Canyon had the coolest water
temperatures, followed by Slide Creek, Virgin Creek and the East Fork,
respectively (Figure 9). Tributaries providing areas of cool water
during the summer include Bell Creek (rkm 4.8), China Creek (rkm 10.1),
Panther Creek (rkm 12.1), Quinby Creek (rkm 19.8), Caraway Creek (rkm
26.6) and Barron Creek (rkm 30.1).
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Juvenile Emigration Monitoring

Chinook Catches and Fork Lengths, FY 1996-1998

FY-96: From 3/26 to 7/19/96, 107 nights (92%) were effectively fished.
Nine nightsg of trgpping were missed due to high river flows and/or
fouled sets. 1In total, 82 chinook (all age 0) were captured (Appendix

D). The first chinook was captured April 9 (JW 15) and had a fork

length of 57 mm. 'The smallest (37 mm) and largest (101 mm) chinook
were both captured on June 21 (JW 25) (Appendix E). Mean weekly
chinook FLs were variable throughout June (JW 23-26) due to low catch
numbers (Figure 10).

FY-97: From 4/1 to 7/28/96, 105 nights (90%) were effectively fished.
Twelve nights were not trapped due either to high flows, a fouled set,
or mechanical problems. A total of 325 chinook (all age 0) were
captured (Appendix F). The first chinook (45 mm) was captured April 12
(JW 15). Chinook FL peaked during JW 24 and averaged 84 mm (n=25,
sd=5.4) (Figure 10, Appendix G). Thereafter, mean chinook FL declined
slightly. Chinook were not captured after June 26 (JW 26).

FY-98: From 4/8 té 7/31/98, 109 nights (96%) were effectively fisghed.
Five nights were not trapped due to a fouled set or unavailability of

personnel (one weékend not sampled). A total of 333 chincok (all age
0) were captured in 1998 (Appendix H). Chinook were initially captured
- in mid-April (JWw 17) and had a mean FL of 59 mm (n=3, sd=3.8). Only

one chinook less than 50 mm was captured (JW 21) all season. Chinook
FLs were greatest in JW 28 (%=87, n=54, =sd=6.9) (Figure 10, Appendix

1),

Chinook Abundance 'Indices, FY 1996-1998

Annual chinook YOY abundance totals for 1996, 1997 and 1998 were 553,
1,974, and 1,520 respectively. The 553 for 1996 was cne of the lowest
abundance totals since the initiation of juvenile emigration monitoring
in 1989. Chinook}emigration in 1996 occurred from early April through
late July (Jw 15—29) (Figure 11). The timing of peak emigration was
poorly defined due to the fact that no substantial increase (peak)
occurred throughout the monitoring period.

Peak chinook emigration occurred mid-May in 1997 following decreased
flow. A bi-modal emigration occurred in 1998 where an initial peak
occurred in mid- éo late May and a secondary peak in mid- to late June
(Figure 11). Both peaks occurred during periods of decreased flow.
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Chinook emigration occurred later in 1998 than the Lwo previous years
(Figure 12). More than 20 percent of the chinook emigration index was
attributed to the month of July 1998, compared to less than 3 percent
in July 1996, and 0 percent in July 19297 (no chinook were captured
after 6/26/97). The later emigration in 1998 was probably due to lower
water temperatures that would have delayed emergence of salmonid fry
that year. Mainstem New River water temperatures measured in May at
Five Waters Ranch were as much as 6.1 °C warmer in 1997 than 1998, and
as much as 4.5 °C warmer in 1996 than 1998.
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80% ,//'.” P

70% Py /

80%

50% / R ” 1997
40% /[ et —
30% f{x'- ' _
20% 1— ‘.f/ '

0% -

Percent Abundance Index

13~ 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29
Mar 26 Apr g Apr 23 May 7 May 21 Jun 4 Jun 18 Jul 2 Jul 16

Julian Week/start of calender week

Figure 12. Cumulative portions of percent total chincok abundance index
in rotary trap catches, 1996-1998.

Redd Counts and Annual Chinook Abundance Index Totals

Chinook redds observed in the fall and the chinook emigration abundance
index totals the following spring (same fiscal year), showed a positive
relationship between respective rankings (Table 7). 1In general, those
years having average to above average redd counts did have relatively
higher juvenile abundance index totals the following spring. However,
the years having the largest number of redds counted did not produce
the highest abundance index totals. This might be explained by high
winter flows that occurred during 1997 and 1998 (the two years with
highest redd counts) which likely produced scour and decreased egg-to-
fry survival. Conversely, for 1989-1991, years with average redd
counts, abundance index totals in the spring were relatively high,
possibly due to higher egg-to-fry survival rates associated with milder
winter flows.
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Table 7. Chinook redd counts and subsequent juvenile abundance index
totals, 1989-1998. ‘ '

Fiscal | 'Redd Nights Chinoock

Year Count | Ranking trapped YOY Age 1 “Totals Ranking
1989 le 4 59 2,268 0 2,268 3
1990 14 5 95 3,807 0 3,807 1
1991 11 6 71 1,865 26 ‘1,391 6
1992 6 7 46 | Trap damaged, too many days missed
1993 | 3 8 82 656 0 656 7
1994 25 3 136 2,957 0 2,957 2
1995 3 8 88 0 0 0 °
1296 No survey 107 553 -0 553 8
1997 74 2 106 1,974 0 1,974 4
1998 84 1 108 1,520 0 1,520 5

! Counts are for those redds occurring upstream of the rotary trap

? Total includes fish captured into August and September, however, these
amounts are insignificant teo the total index.

Coho Catches and Fork Lengths, FY 1996-1998

FY-96: Juvenile coho had not been captured in New River emigration
monitoring prior to 1996. Eleven coho were captured in 1996, nine of
which were YOY. Two coho were aged as 1+ fish (age 1), though no
cohorts of this age class were captured as YOY in 1995. The first coho
was captured on May 8 (JW 19) and the last on July 18 (JW 29). Coho
FLs ranged from 43 to 82 mm (Appendix E).

FY-97: A total of nine juvenile coho (all YQY) were capturéd in 1997.
The first was captured on April 17 (JW 16) and the last on May 31 (JW
22). Coho FLs ranged from 50 to 69 mm (Appendix G).

FY-98: Coho were not captured in 1998.

Coho Abundance Indices, FY 1996-1997

Annual coho abundance totals were 60 and 118 for 1996 and 1997

respectively. Yearling ¢oho were captured only in 1996, and had an
abundance index total of five.

Steelhead Catches and Fork Lengths
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Steelhead Catches and Fork Lengths

FY-96: A total of 4,372 juvenile steelhead were captured in 1%996. Of
this total, 1,614 were age 0, 2,021 were age 1, 729 were age 2, and
eight were age 3 fish. Age 1 and older juveniles were captured upon

initiating trapping in late March (JW 13). Age 3 fish were all
captured within the first three weeks of trapping (JW 13 to 15). The
FLs of age 3 fish range from 181 to 228 mm (n=7). Weekly mean FLs for

age 2 fish varied little from the initial catches in early April

(x=168, n=21, sd=22.4) through late May-early June (X=164, n=45,
sd=15.2) . After this, both catch numbers per week and associated mean
FLs deceased significantly (Figure 13). The FLs of age 1 fish ranged
between 90 and 110 mm April through mid-July, with weekly mean FLs
gradually increasing through the monitoring period. Catches of age 0
fish were few (12) and erratic.from early April through mid-May. Age 0
FLs ranged from 26 to 80 mm with weekly mean FLs ranging from 32 mm
(n=22, s8d=5.9) to 52 mm (n=198, sd=6.4), mid-May through mid-July,
respectively (Figure 13, Appendix E). Fish less than 30 mm were’
captured as late as June 11 (JW 24).

FY-97: A total of 7,270 juvenile steelhead were captured in the rotary
trap in 1997. Of these, 2,845 were age 0, 2,944 were age 1, 1,461 were
age 2, and 20 were age 3 figh. Nineteen age 3 fish were captured in
April (JW 14~-16) and one in June (JW 22). Fork lengths of age 3.fish.
ranged from 210 to 236 mm in April. The single age 3 fish in June had
a FL, of 248 mm. Fork lengths of age 2 fish ranged from 123 to 211 mm
with little change in the weekly mean FL from early April through late
May (JW 14-21) (Figure 13). Fork lengths of age 1 fish ranged from 55
to 141 mm, with weekly mean FLs gradually increasing from 82.5 mm
(n=37, 8d=11.6) during the first week of trapping (JW 14), to 11%mm

(n=7, sd=13.5) toward the end of July (JW 29). Fork lengths of age 0
fish ranged from 23 to 81 mm with weekly mean FLs ranging from 27 to
62.5 mm (Figure 13, Appendix G). Fish less than 30 mm were captured as

late as June 4 (JW 23).

FY-98:.A total of 2,937 steelhead were captured during the 1998 season.
Of these 1,231 were age 0, 1,139 were age 1, 561 were age 2, and 6 were
age 3 fish. Five age 3 fish were captured in April (JW 15-17), and 1
in July (JW 28). Fork lengths of age 3 fish ranged from 194 to 259 mm
in April. The single age 3 fish in July was 300 mm. Fork lengths of
age 2 fish ranged from 124 to 227 mm, with weekly mean FLs ranging from
165 to 184 mm April through late May (JW 15-21), the period the .
majority of age 2 fish were captured. Fork lengths of age 1 fish
ranged from 63 to 188 mm, with weekly mean FLg changing little April
through May. Fork lengths of age 0 fish ranged from 24 to 84 mm, with
weekly mean FLs increasing from 35 to 58 mm late May through July
(Figure 13, Appendix I). Fish less than 30 mm were captured as late as
July 2 (JW 27).
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Weekly mean steelhead fork lengths
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Steelhead Abundance Indices, FY 1996-1998

Typical late winter and early spring river discharge at New River
precludes placement of a rotary trap until age 1 and older steelhead
emigration is well underway. This truncates interpretation of early
emigration trends of these age classes. Likewise, late portions of YOY
emigration occur after the conclusion of the normal trapping period.
However, in the typical trapping season, most YOY emergence has yet to
commence at time of trap placement (early April) and age 1 and older
steelhead emigration has largely abated by trapping season’s end (late
July) (Figure 14). Yearly variation in emigration timing can influence
total abundance indices if significant portions of the emigration occur
outside the trapping period. Interpretation and comparison of year to
year emigration timing remains valid as long as inferences are limited
to trends within common trapping windows.

Mean weekly steelhead abundanee index, 1996-1998
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Figure 14. Mean percent of season’s weekly steelhead abundance indices
for the New River rotary trap, 1996-1998. Restricted to a
common trapping period of Julian Week 15-29.

Emigration of YOY steelhead occurred later in 1998 than in the previous

two years (Figure 15). This may have occurred due to lower water
temperatures that would have probably delayed emergence of salmonid fry
(Figure 16). Mainstem New River water temperatures measured in May at

Five Waters Ranch were as much as 6.1 °C warmer in 1997 than 1998, and
2s much as 4.5 °C warmer in 1996 than 1998. The emigration trends of
YOY steelhead in 1996 and 1997 were similar to each other. This
inference for steelhead was restricted to observations made between
April 9 and July 19 each year because many steelhead were captured
outside this common trapping window.
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Figure 15.

Cumulative portions of percent total steelhead abundance

indices for New River rotary trap, 1996-1998.
a common trapping period of Julian Week 15-29.
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Figure 16. Daily mean water temperatures at Five Waters, 1996-1998.

While age 0 salmonid emigration occurred later in 1998,
steelhead emigration occurred latest in 1996 (Figure 15). The earliest
emigration of age 1 and older steelhead occurred in 1997. High water
Cemperatures early in 1997 may have triggered this earlier emigration
(Figure 16). Steelhead abundance index totals for the three years
1996-1998 varied considerably (Table 8). The total steelhead abundance
index for 1997 (50,840) was approximately 39 and 56 percent higher than
those of 1996 and 1998, respectively.

age 1 and age 2

Table 8. Steelhead abundance index totals by age class, New River
rotary trap 1996-1998.
Year Age 0 Age 1 Age 2 Age 3 Total
1996 5,768 16,125 8,774 95 30,762
1997 11,627 22,504 16,409 300 50,840
1998 5,155 10,439 6,702 70 22,366
In spite of'high yearly variation in total steelhead abundance, year-

to-year variation of age class proportions in 1996 to 1998 trap

expansions was very small,
class strength.

1998,

proportions remained about the same

and there were no discernable trends in year
For instance, with the exceptionally high abundance of
all steelhead age classes in 1997,

one would expect to have observed
disproporticnately high abundance of age 1+ and older steelhead in

but this was not the case.
of any particular year’s total steelhead abundance index, age class

Instead,
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Figure 17. Relative steelhead age class proportions within respective
abundance index totals, 1996-1998.

.

The 1997 steelhead abundance index total for the New River rotary trap
was the highest for the ten years of monitoring. The highest abundance
index totals prior to 1997 had occurred in 19920, 1991 1996, and 1992
respectively (Table 9).

Table 9. Steelhead abundance index totals for the years 1989-1998.
Fiscal Year Steelhead Abundance Index Totals

1989 - ) 12,584

1990 33,884

1951 31,845

" 1992 ° 30,299

1993 _ 20,119

1994 19,725

1995 , 20,264

1996 _ 30,762

1997 ' 50,840

1998 . : 22,366

* A rotary trap operated for only four nights from April 12-May 9, 19%2, due a rain on
snow storm event and subsequent loss of the trap.
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Juvenile Over Summer Rearing

Juvenile Rainbow Trout/Steelhead

A comparison of juvenile salmonid index reach counts from 1990 through
1598, showed higher age 0 steelhead densities in the upper mainstem and
tributary reaches than occurred in lower New River mainstem index
reaches, and is likely associated with the proximity to spawning areas.
This trend did not occur for age 1 and age 2 steelhead, whose
densities, although lower than age 0 fish, did not differ appreciably
between the lower and upper mainstem and tributary index reaches
(Figure 18).

- The pattern of higher age 0 steelhead densities in the upper mainstem
and tributary index reaches was consistent through the years despite
annual differences in total age 0 steelhead mean densities (Figure 19).
Overall, age 2 steelhead densities were low (<« 0.05 fish/m?) and showed
a trend similar to age 1 fish by index reach area (Figure 18) and by
year (Figure 19). '

Juvenile index counts, 1990 through 1995, were conducted following
winter/spring periods of less than normal precipitation associated with
seven years of drought (1989-1995). Juvenile index counts for 1996-
1998 were conducted following winter/spring periods of normal to
above-normal precipitation. The two years having highest total age 0
densities occurred in 1992 and 1994, during very low summer flows and
relatively high July and August mean water temperatures. In general,
the warmest water temperatures occurred during lowest flows.

Exceptions to this occurred in 1991 and 1996, when water temperatures
remained relatively high despite higher flow conditions (Figure 20).

Age class mean density
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Figure 18. Mean steelhead rearing densities for age 0, age 1 and age 2
fish by stream reach. ‘
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Age class mean densities by year
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Figure 19. Mean steelhead rearing densities for age 0, age 1 and age 2
fish by year, 1990-1998.
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Figure 20. Mean Flow and water temperature at the Five Waters in July
and August, 1990-1998

Regression analysis showed a moderately strong relationship between
stream discharge and average water temperatures recorded at Five
Waters. An R-square of 0.680 occurred in July (df=143), however a weak
relationship occurred in August (R-square=0.26, df=49), and was likely
due to fewer gage readings (Figure 21). This correlation was based on
all days in July and August, from 1990 to 1998, where a gage reading
and temperature data were recorded concurrently. Year to year variatiom
in age 0 densities seemed to track well with July and August average
water temperatures (Figure 20). Age 0 densities were lower with higher
stream discharge and lower average water temperatures. Conversely, age
0 densities were higher during lower flows and warmer water
temperatures.
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Figure 21. Relationship between gage discharge and water temperature at
Five Waters in July and August, 1990-1998.

Besides stream discharge and associated water temperatures, factors
such as the number of adults returning would also have an effect on
rearing densities, with differences in year-class strength likely to be
the most pronounced in age 0 fish in the upper index reaches. Age 1
and age 2 fish did not show marked changes in year to year rearing
densities, which may be due to density dependent factors. As fish
grow, habitat requirements change and new territories are sought and
defended. Smaller less aggressive fish are thought to be displaced
downstream to rear in the mainstem or in other tributaries prior to
smolting and emigration to the estuary. From rotary trap catches, age
1 fish were the largest (non smolt) component of trap catches and may
indicate saturation of rearing habitat utilized by age 1 fish. This
theory that smaller, less aggressive fish are displaced downstream has
recently come under question. It has been suggested that age 1 fish
may posses a “ pioneer” trait in which they actively seek new
habitats, not necessarily having been displaced (Reeves, personal
communication, 1999). If this is true, this ™ pioneer” trait adds
some uncertainty to interpretation of emigration trends and/or rearing
densities with regards to rearing conditions or habitat availability.

Drawing an inference between the number of returning adults and
juvenile densities is difficult and stems in part from the fact that
New River adult countg only represent summer steelhead. The only
indication of year to year fall steelhead returns to the Trinity River
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are from CDFG counts at the Willow Creek Weir (WCW) . In addition,
there are no estimates of winter-run steelhead returnse to the Trinity
River. Assuming that fall-run steelhead entering New River were
proportional to natural escapement estimates past the WCW, the relative
magnitude was used as a surrogate estimate of New River fall-run
steelhead returns (Figure 22). However, this did not show any clear
relationship between adults and age 0 densities.
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Figufe 22. Estimated adult steelhead returns and age 0 steelhead
densities in New River.

Because the counting of fish by visual observation can be highly

-variable bhetween divers and between teams (Schill and Griffith 1984

cited in Cross 1989), and due to the fact that index reach counts were
not subject to verification measures, i.e. electrofishing or diver
calibration, this data should be viewed with caution.

Steelhead densities were compared between riffle, run and pool
macrohabitat types. There was only a slight preference for pool
habitat over run and riffle habitats. This was true across all age-
classes for all years (Figure 23). In Big French Creek (the next major
tributary to the Trinity River upstream of New River), the USFS found
no consistent habitat preference by any steelhead age class throughout
the Big French Creek drainage (Cross 1989).
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Mean density by macrohabit type
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Figure 23, Mean juvenile steelhead densities for age 0, age 1 and age 2
fish by macrohabitat type, 1990-1998.

Recommended Future Monitoring

New River is predominately a steelhead stream with a relatively small
run of spring and fall chinook salmon. It is recommended that
monitoring of summer steelhead and spring chinook salmon in mid-summer
continue. The same reaches should be surveyed each year. However, if
time and personnel permit, it would be interesting to know more about
reaches that have not been surveyed for summer steelhead. 1In
particular, the area of Virgin Creek (upstream of Soldier Creek), the
areas of Slide Creek (upstream of North Fork of Eagle Creek and Eagle
Creek confluence) and Slide Creek upstream of the confluence with Eagle
Creek. On the East Fork New River, the areas including the South Fork
of the East Fork, Cabin Creek and the East Fork upstream of confluence
of Cabin Creek.

Spring and fall chinook redd surveys should be continued. The best
information on spring chinook comes from surveys conducted in early to
late October. It gets more difficult to decipher spring from fall
chinook redds when surveys are conducted only. in November. In
addition, the likelihood of higher flow and poor visibility increases
by early to mid-November..
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Appendix A. List of Julian Weeks and calendar dates.

Julian

Calendar Date

Julian Calendar Date

Week Sstart End Week Start End
1 Jan 01 Jan 07 27 Jul 02 Jul 08
2 Jan 08 Jan 14 28 Jul 09 Jul 15
3 Jan 15 Jan 21 29 Jul 16 Jul 22
4 Jan 22 ‘Jan. 28 30 Jul 23 Jul 29
5 Jan 29 Feb 04 31 Jul 30 Jul 05
6 Feb 05 Feb 11 32 Aug 06 Aug 12
7 Feb 12 Feb 18 33 Aug 13 Aug 189
8 Feb 19 Feb 25 34 Aug 20 Aug 26
9 Feb 26 Mar 04 35 Aug 27 Sept 02
10 | Mar 05 Mar 11 36 Sept 03 Sept 09
11 Mar 12 Mar 18 37 Sept 10 Sept 16
12 Mar 19 Mar 25 38 Sept 17 Sept 23
13 Mar 26 Apr 01 39 Sept 24 Sept 30
14 Apr 02 Apr 08 40 Oct 01 Ooct 07
15 Apr 09 Apr 15 41 Oct 08 Oct 14
16 Apr 1lé Apr 22 42 Oct 15 Oct 21
17 Apr 23 Apr 29 43 Oct 22 Oct 28
18 Apr 30 May 06 44 Oct 29 Nov 04
19 May 07 May 13 .45 Nov 05 Nov 11
20 May 14 May 20 46 Nov 12 Nov 18
21 May 21 May 27 47 Nov 19 Nov 25
22 May 28 Jun 03 48 Nov 26 Dec 02
23 Jun 04 Jun 10 49 Dec 03 Dec 09
24 Jun 11 Jun 17 50 Dec 10 Dec 16
25 Jun 18 Jun 24 51 Dec 17 Dec 23
26 Jun 25 Jul 01 52 Dec 24 Dec 31
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Appendix B. Summary of Freese and Taylor (1979). C(opied from New
River Summary Report, Big Bar Ranger District, Shasta-
Trinity National Forest. (T#) indicates a map reference.

September 3, 1979

Ti~ Slide Creek: Approximately 16 cfs at 59 degrees F at 1900. Rainbow trout-steelhead (RT-SH)
1%~-28" , average approximately 3%” , approximately 90-100 per 100°. 17 adult summer steelhead
(8SH) seen. Very important SSH and winter steelhead (WSH) habitat, )

T1A- Bagle Creek: Approximately 10 cfs at 59 degrees F at 1730. RT-SH as above. Not surveyed
beyond 100 yards above mouth. Local residents relate that adult SSH are present in stream. Very
important SSH and WSH habitat.

T1B- Approximately 1.0 c¢fs at 56 degrees F at 1900. Not available to steelhead (NATSH). No fish
seen.

September 4, 1979

T2- Virgin Creek: Approximately 12 cfs at 57 degrees at 1215. RT-SH approximately 1 1/2-30" ,
average approximately 3%” . Approximately 75 adult SSH seen. Very important SSH and WSH habitat.

T2A- Fourmile Creek: Approximately 0.3 cofs at 54 F at 1215. NASH. 15’ vertical falls at mouth.
No Fish seen.

T2B- Approximately 1.5 cfs at 54 degrees F at 1330. NATSH

T2C- Approximately 1.2 cfs at 57 degrees F at 1550. NATSH, possibly used by WSH. TR-S5H 1% -5" ,
average 2" , approximately 20 per 100" . :

T3 Approximately 0.2 cfs at 55 degrees F.at 1700. Steep and rocky. NATSH.
T4- Dry.
T5- Dry

T&~ Barron Creek: Approximately 1.5 cfs at 55 degrees F at 1845. RT-SH 1¥* long; 15-20 per
100¢. NATSSH: possibly used by WSH. )

T7- Dry.
T8- Dry
T9- Caraway Creek: Approximately 1.0 cfs at 53 degrees F at 1715. NATSH.

T10- East Fork, New River: Approximately 18 cfs at 63 degrees F at 1330. RT-SH approiimately 1
¥%-28" , average 4" . Four adult SH, important SSH and WSH habitat.

Septembher 2, 1979

T10A-Cabin Creek: Approximately 3.0 cfs at 54 degrees F at 1030. RT-SH approximately 25/100’, 1
¥-6" , average 2 ¥. No adult SH seen. Probably important WSH habitat.

T10B-South Fork of East Fork: Approximately 6.5 cfs at 57 degrees F at 1220. RT-SH approximately
15/1007, 1 %-6” long, average 2 %. No adult SH seen. Probably used by and important to WSH.

T10C-Semore Gulch: Approximately 1.5 cfs at 56 degrees F at 1430. NATSSH.

T1l0D-Pony Creek: Approximately 4.0 cfs at 58 degrees F at 1540. RT-SH approximately 15-20/100’.
1%-6” , average 2“ long. No adult SH seen. Probably important to WSH.

T10E-White Creek: Approximately 1.0 cfs at 57 degrees F at 1715. NATSH.

T10G-Whiskey Creek: Approximately 0.1 ¢fs at 56 degrees F at 1650. NATSH.

43



September 3, 1979

T10H-Jim Jam Creek: Approximately 0.5 cfs at 56 degrees F at 1130; NATSH.
T10I-Approximately 0.1 cfs at 57 degrees F at 1130. NATSH.

T1l0J-Fall Creek: Less than 0.1 cfs at 57 degrees F at 1135. NATSH.
September &, 1979

T1l- Dry

T12- Devil’'s Canyon: Approximately 6.0 cfs at 60 degrees at 1500. RT-SH 1 ¥ -g”

September 7, 1979

T13- Approximately 0.3 ¢fs at 52 degrees F at 1100. MNATSH.
Tl4- Mills Creek: Approximately 0.3 cfs at 58 degrees F at 1230. NATSH.
T15- Fall Creek: Approximately 0.2 cfs at 61 degrees F at 1245. NATSH.

T16- Quinby Creek: Approximately 3.0 cfs at 59 degrees F at 1430. 10‘' BR falls
NATSH.

T17- Dry. NATSH.
T18- Sgauw Creek: Approximately 0.2 ofs at 1555. NATSH.

T19- Dry. NATSH.
T20- Approximately 0.2 cfs at 59 degrees F at 1630, NATSH.

September 8, 1979
T21- Approximately 0.1 cfs at 56 degrees F at 1215. NATSH.
T22- Dry. NATSH.

T23- Panther Creek: Approximately 7.0 cfs at 59 degrees F at 1645. Mouth is 50

T24- China Creek: Approximately 2.5 cfs at S8 degrees F at 1715. 39’ vertical fall over BR

approximately 75’ above mouth. NATSH,
September 9, 1579

T25- Dry.

T26- Big Creek: Approximately 2.5 ¢fs at 54 degrees F at 1100. RT-SH 2-2 % , 10-15/100".

observed. Probably important to WSH.

T27- Bell Creek: Approximately 0.4 cfs at 59 degrees F 1300, RT-SH 10-15/100'.
Probably used by WSH. ’

T28- Approximately 1.2 cfs at 58 degrees F at 1315. NATSH.
T29- Approximately 0.2 cfs at 59 degrees F at 1325, NATSH.

T30- Dyer Creek: Approximately 0.1 c¢fs at 60 degrees F at 1350. NATSH.

, average 2 ¥,
Approximately 30-40 per 100‘. No adult SSH observed. Probably important as winter SH habitat.

100’ above mouth.

BR fall.

NATSSH.

T31- Approximately 0.7 cfs at 64 degrees F at 1315. Enters over 25’ BER fall. NATSH.

T32- Dry. NATSH.
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New River steelhead and salmon catch totals, abundance

Appendix D.
index totals and cumulative abundance index percentages,
Fiscal Year 1996. '
Mean Steelhead Catch Totals Steslhead Index Totals
River Expanded for 7 days trapping

Weaek Julian Flow Trap| Catch Index Cumulative Index (%)

of Week (cfs) Days) YOY 1+ 2+ 3+ Total | YOY 1+ 2+ 3+ | Total {Smolt*| YOY 1+ 2+ 3+ Smolt
12:Mar 11 0

19.Mar 12 0

26-Mar 13 1,184 & 0 28 22 -2 52 0 482 " an 37| 950 505) 0.0% 3.0% 4.9% 389% 6.6%
2Apr 14 1,032 7 3 63 2 1 101 43 881 463 14 1,381]  534] 0.7% 83% 10.2% 53.7% 13.5%
8-Apr 15 834 7 1 130 a8 5 224 9 1,297 873 44] 2223] 789| 0.9% 164% 20.1% 100.0% 23.8%
16-Apr 16 822 8 2 24 43 o 69 40 410 775 of 1,225 es0| 1.6% 18.9% 20.0% 32.8%
23-Apr 17 945 1 0 [ 20 0 26 24 899 1,149 of 2072( 1,138 20% 24.5% 42.1% 47.6%
30-Apr 18 887 7 1 73 43 0 17 14 1,004 597 o| 1615 569 23% 307% 48.9% 55.0%
TMay 19 882 7 3 321 184 0 508 24 2,750 1,597 ol 4371 1,051|. 2.7% 47.8% 67.1% 68.7%
14May 20 762 7 2 226 175 0 403 23 2,595 1,990 of 4608] 1488 21% e63.9% s89.8% 88.0%
21-May 21 1,058 7 32 72 30 0. 134 383 853 368 0| 1,589| 462] 9.4% 69.2% 93.9% 94.0%
28-May 22 540 7 29 19 45 0 286 199 1,409 351 0| 1,989] 341 12.9% T77.9% 97.9% 98.5%
4Jun 23 397 7 101 303 2 0 425{ 509 1,536 114 o] 2159( 104| 21.7% 87.4% 99,2% 99.8%
1MJun 24 204 7 114 184 2 o 207 s20 809 9 of 1,338 4| 30.7% 92.4% 99.4% 99,9%
18Jun 25 233 7 241 156 5 0 402 80 504 17 of 1,321 7| 44.6%  95.6% 99.5% 100,0%
254un 26 209 7 200 118 3 0 321] €33 384 8 o| 1,025 0] 55.6% 97.9% 99.6%

2J0ul 27 187 7 364 83 9 0 456 912 207 21 of 1,140 2| 714% 99.2% 99.9%

oJul 28 142 7 359 39 4 0 402| 950 103 11 of 1.084 0| 87.9% 99.9% 100,0%

16Jul 29 129 4 162 7 0 o0 188 700 22 0 o 722 0[100.0% 100.0%
{ 239w 30 0

30Jul M 0

8-Aug 32 0

13-Aug 33 0

107] 1,614 2021 729 84,372 5768 16,125 8,774 95 30,762] 7,682

* Included as an indicator of the number of age 1-3 steelhead emigrating as smolts.

Note: The pre-smolt category was not recorded in 1996,

Maan Catch Totals Index Totals Cumulative Index (%)
River Expanded for 7 days trapping
Week Julian Flow Trap Chinook" Coho Chinook Coho Chinook Coho
of Week (cfs) Days)-YOY 4+ | yoY "1+ | YOY 1+ | YOY 1+ | YOY 1+ | YOY 1+

12-Mar 11 Q te

19-Mar 12 1]

26-Mar 13 1,154 6 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 1]

2-Apr 14 1022 7 0 [ 0 Q 0 0 V] o] 0.0%

9-Apr 15 834 7 1 0 0 0 13 Q 0 0l 24%

16-Apr 16 822 5 1 ] 0 0 19 ] 0 0] 538%

23-Apr 17 945 1 0 0 0 0 42 0 1} o 13.4%

30-Apr 18 887 7 5 0 0 0 . 66 0 /] 0| 25.3%. 0.0%

7-May 19 582 7 2 0 1 Q 16 0 13 0| 28.2% 21.7%
14-Miy 20 762 7 ] 0 2 0 55 0 28 0| 38.2% 68.3%
21-May 21 1088 7 5 0 Q 0 683 ] 0 0| 49.5% 63.3%
28-May 22 540 7 5 0 a 0 7 0 0 0| 56.2% 68.3%

4-Jun 23 397 7 25 0 1] 0 127 0 0 0] 79.2% 68,.3%

tt-Jun 24 294 7 1" 0 0 Q 49 0 0 0| 88.1% 68.2%
18-Jun 25 233 7 12 0 1 .0 a7 Q 3 0| 94.8% 73.3%
25-Jun 26 209 7 4 0 1 0 13 0 3 0} 97.1% 78.3%

2-Jul 27 167 7 ] [1] 0 0 16 0 0 0[100.0% 78.3% 0.0%

9-Jul 28 142 7 0 0 2 2 0 0 [ 5 88.3% 100.0%
16.dul 29 129 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 7 0 100.0% ’
23-Jul 30 0 ’
30-Jul 31 0

6-Aug 32 0
13-Aug 33 0

107 a2 0 9 2 553 0 60 5
46



i
I
1
!
1
|
i

96/S0/80 - OE/Z | 1€

T Ty N T T 96/62/40 - £Zi2 | CE

EST |62 |vZ |59 2 B ©F U lszor zzvToor fzon o feve fzz et loes [ih | serzzizo - owz | ez

228 [z8 b8 5wz fv T T pve (el sl skl 7 feevt [ger les louil ez see k2 [oe leis lesi| esrerzo- ez | sz

9z g6 o6 [ove |0 T a.‘_mm.ou 2z [veL gest b fei's) el Tlee [oeos for [ri'e loi o iger [zzb | sereoise- zie | sz
;9c (5@ 08 |ove |p 0z loZ ooz v T _mE b2l [Zzh [EeZ) e [o0'€L b5l oL Ji'SoL 68 (009 52 [oE  |gob el | 9erba/20- sz | ez
vESl Lol [t loes jz1 8s (85 [oes I . S ag'zL g8l |12t ek ls Bl fove 2z vzol fee 0c'0 Jos Joz sy [esl | 9615290~ Bue | 2
oovl |6 Jev  [ova [bb ZL'2 |SS) {ZSL [S'ESE 2 {880 (EEL [SL [8'86 |Gk |Sk'® |46 sz |oer |86 | 96/2100- Lo | bz
eee o8 fov  foes [ez T T e e ez lo'ssi or Revilert 1z fzes loiz ize 6l o iive es 96/0190 - v/9 | £2Z
Wr lsa [z fore |r B R oL'sL [0ze [0ZL |L'val [s¥ [scit [bel |68 |68 [sel 5o jgv iz |gac |sz | se/cosen- ezis | zz
poe Jez  |ie (0oL e I I A I eviget vi (ol fez |rzwl jest 2 loee ik less v [z Waic [z | serziso- wzs | 1z
biz 8e  |ie \m_.u,ﬂml,m! WL es 15 zs k| i ) mm.m”ﬂmw._ el vl (00 [LoLl [ivl 88 Jove [wb i 6z |2 losz B | eswziso- vis | oz
le 18 Joe 1 er [eb  joer [b 0g'el [ese skl |reot 2l z6z) logk g8 [z |BiL es/ekse- 45 | 61

oos [s8 [55 [ooe g 5 A A B R R T Y Y m.wwﬂwv: 0sot Jigl |88 [wie ez oz joz [pez |i | eereosa- oer | a1
Lel 20z [ses [geol loz [czez jzer [se 5201 o 96/62/b0 - £2iv | L1

£9 g [oes |v T ever oz pze 6991 v feaer pel oo ote bz i B6/ZEV0 - SLY | 91

is [ jois b 68 [E1Z |16l [0'L0C v [ca'6L [23Z j0zL eesk {52 [czek |2vb oz |oes [i| e o fooe fi | essimo- e gl

T S8l |s8l jo'sal |1 [6e'6l OLZ [SZ) [p'99l |6 [9Tet jost |e2 w6 |18 |B50 £z oz |zez £ | osmomo-zw | bi
EZEE (822 |18l |s'v0Z [z [ivzz 212 |p2i [oz01 [t [so0z jest for  fzee ez | 96/L0/k0 - 92/ | €1

o T B6/SZ/ED - BLIE | T

ps ekl upu uesaw o pPs AW ujw -._ww..._._ u ps Xew uUlw usaw u ps ¥ew ujw ueaw o ps XEW uw ueaw u ps Xew ujw uesw U Hoam Jepua|ed | ¥aap
{(unw) ya6us oy (ww} ybua spoy {wur) yybue oy {waw) yyBuay spoy {ww) ,__9_3 Mog {ww) ybus 04 uejng

035V 135V 7039V TIov . T3V 1357 o357
MOONHD OHOD CE TR EETT avaniaals avani3zLs avaHiaaLs

"9661 “ooulyD pue oyod ‘peayias)s 1o} ejep uibus; 310) Apjoam Jealy maN -3 xipuaddy

':_4:7



Aﬁpendix F. New River steelhead and salmon catch totals; abundance
index totals and cumulative abundance index percentages,
Fiscal Year 1997. '

Mean Steelhead Catch Totals Stealhead Index Totals Cumulative Index (%)
River . Expanded for 7 days trapping

Week Jullan Flow Trap Catch Index ' %

of Week (cfs) Days YOY 1+ 2+ 3+ Total | YOY 14 2+ 3+ Total |Smolt*| YOY 1+ 24 3+ Smolt
12Mar 11 1]
19-Mar 12 0
26-Mar 13 0 .
2-Apr 14 M6 7 (] 46 93 8 147 0 356 663 51 1,070 495 16% 4.0% 17.0% 89%
9-Apr 15 M4 7 Q 348 367 1 718 0 1,868 1,976 5 3,849] 1,272 9.9% - 16.1% 18.7% 31.6%
16-Apr 16 417 4 0 414 548 10 972 72 4,927 7,365 167( 12,531) 1,008 0.6% 31.8%  61.0%  74,3% 51.2%
23-Apr 17 831 4 5 7 .0#N 0 109 187 2,735 3,244 72| 6,218 699 21% 43.9% 80.7% 98.3% 63.7%
30-Apr 183 606 7 5 214 159 0 378 _47 1,886 1,450 0] 3,383} 1,125 2.5% 52.3% 89.6% 93.3% 83.9%
7-May 19 449 7 a3 482 140 ] 655 238 3,551 1,057 0] 4,346 488 4.5% 68.1% 96.0% 983% 92.6%
14-May 20 343 6 15 460 70 0 545 108 3,148 446 o| 3,702 198] 54% 21% 98.7% 98.3% 96.1%
21-May 21 279 7 61 205 19 0 285 2713 925 86 0} 1,284 176| 7.8% B6.2% 99.3% 98.3% 99.3%
28-May 22 249 & 206 237 6 1 450 946 1,090 29 5| 2,070 20| 159% 91.0% 99.4% 1000% 99.6%
4-Jun 23 288 6 250 170 0 0 420] 1,342 1,008 2 o 2,352 1| 27.5% 955% 99.4% 99.7%
11-Jun 24 207 7 272 93 14 [/} 379 893 310 47 o| 1,250 11| 351% 96.9% 99.7% 99,9%
18Jdun 25 168 7 252 44 3 '] 299 797 143 9 0 949 3| 42.0% 97.5% 99.8% 99.9%
25-dun 26 154 7 693 119 1 0 823 2,070 359 32 0| 2,481 0] 59.8% 99.1% 100.0% 99.9%
2.4ul 27 144 6 476 b4 0 0 497| 1,836 114 3 ol 1,953 0 75.6% 99.6% 99.9%
G-dul 28 123§ 387 9 0 0 396| 1,820 33 0 0| 1,858 0| 91.2% 99.8% - 99,9%
16-Jul 29 104 7 103 8 0 o. 1M 477 37 0 [1} 514 5| 95.3% 100.0% 100.0%
23Jul 30 93 [ ar 1 [} '] a8 S41 .9 0 0 550 0]100.0% 100.0%
30.Jul 3 0
6-Aug a2 0
13-Aug 33 0

106] 2,845 2944 1,461 20 7.270| 11,627 22,504 16,409 300 50,840| 5,591

* Included.as an indicator of the number of age 1-3 steelhead emigrating as smolts. Note: The pre-smolt category was not recorded in 1997.

Mean Catch Totals Index Totals Cumulative Index (%)
River Expanded for 7 days trapping
Week Jullan Flow Trap Chinook Coho Chinook Coho Chinook Coho
of Week (c¢fs) Days| YOY 1+ Yov 1+ YOov 1+ YOY 1+ YOY 14+ Yoy 1+

12Mar 1M 0! ’ : :
19-Mar 12 0 §
26-Mar 13 0 i
2-Apr 14 416 7 (1] ] 1] 0 0 0 -0 o 0.0% ‘

9-Apr 15 344 7 s 0 a [} 28 1] 0 0 14% 0.0%

16-Apr 16 497 4 1 0 1 ] 36 0 20 0 32.2% 16.9%

23-Apr 17 831 4 9 0 1 2] 126 0 4 0| 9.6% 45.8%

30-Apr 18 606 7 3z 0 4 0 282 0 45 0] 23.9% 83.9%

7-May 19 449 7 54 -0 2 "o 390 0 14 0| 43.6% 95.8%
14-May 20 343 [ &3 1] 0 [} Tt 0 0 0| 62.7% 95.8%
21-May 21 279 7 54 1] 0 ] 242 0 [ 0] 75.0% 95.8%
28-May 22 249 6 32 1] 1 0 144 0 ] 0| 82.3% 100.0%

4-Jun 23 288 6 42 0 0 0 215 0 0 0| 93.2%
1M-Jun 24 207 7 26 0 0 0 81 0 1] 0| 97.3%

18-Jun 25 168 7 14 0 0 0 45 0 0 0| 99.5%
25-Jun 26 154 7 3 ] 0 0 9 0 0 0[100.0%

2-Jul 27 144 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

9-Jul 23 123 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

16-Jul 29 104 7 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 (1]

23-Jul 30 92 6 0 0 0. o] ] 0 0. 1]

30-dul M 0 ‘ :

6-Aug 32 0
13.Aug 33 0

106 325 1] 9 o} 1,974 0 118 0
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Appendix H.

New River steelhead and salmon catch totals, abundance
index totals and cumulative ‘abundance index percentages,
Fiscal Year 1998.

Mean Steelhead Catch Totals Stealhead Index Totals
River Expanded for 7 days trapping Cumulative Index (%)
Week Jullan Flow Trap| Catch Indax  Pre- Pre-
of  Week (cfzs) Days| YOY 1+ 2+ E i Total | YOY 1+ Fad 3+ Total {Smolt * Smolt *| YOY 1+ 2+ 3+ Smolt  Smolt
12-Mar 11 [ i ]
19-Mar 12 0
26-Mar 13 .0
2-Apr 14 0
9-Apr 15 Lx7) 4 o 27 59 2 a8 ] 533 1,174 36 1,743 NA MA] 0.0% 51% 17.5% 514%
16-Apr 16 262 ] 2 314 174 2 492 25 4,098 2,269 20( 6,410 NA NA| 0.5% 44.3% 51.4% 80.0%
23Apr 17 1,118 7 0 141 84 1 236 a 1,625 1,093 12| 2,730 NA NA| 0.5% 59.9% 67.7% 97.1%
30-Apr 18 1,217 7 [ 34 a8 1] 7% 0 419 490 0 909 NA NA| 0.5% 63.9% 75.0% 97.1%
7-May 19 866 [ 0 40 65 0 105 ] 467 78 ol 1,218 NA NA| 0.5% 684% 86.2% 97.1%
14-May 20 605 7 1. 87 73 [} 161 8 684 575 0| 1,267 112 4051 0.8% T74.9% 94.8% 971% 221% 58.6%
21-May 21 598 7 3 126 4 a 163 18 756 220 0 994 103 186 1.0% B822% B5B8.1% 97.1% 424% 85.5%
28-May 22 820 7 4 67 a8 ] 79 28 478 49 Q 555/ 46 43| 1.5% B86.8% 93.8% 97.1% 51.5% 91.8%
4Jun 23 794 7 4 39 5 1] 48| 25 266 33 0 324 22 33| 0% 89.3% 99.3% 9T.1% 55.8% 96.5%
11-Jun 24 €683 7 30 ‘25 1 ] 56| 178 149 - 6 ] 333 42 6] §5% 90.7% 99.4% 97.1% 64.1% 97.4%
18-Jun 25 500 7 104 104 s 0 213 476 aT7 24 0 a7 99 5| 14.7% 95.3% 99.7% 97.1% 83.6% 90.1%
25-Jun - 26 374 7 157 &7 2 0 226 613 261 ] 0 asz 46 0] 26.6% 907.0% 99.9% 97.1% 92.7% 98.1%
2-Jut 27 308 7 162 28 0 1] 190 554 a2 0 9 645 13 0] 37.3% 98.7% 99.9% 97.1% 95.3% 98.1%
S-Jul 28 229 7 209 23 1 1 2238 497 56 2 2 557 10 13} 47.0% 99.2% 99.9% 100.0% 97.2% 100.0%
16-Jul 29 179 7 303 12 1 1} 36 763 0 3 0 79 9 0| 61.8% 99.5% 99.9% 99.0%
23-Jul 30 150 7 185 3 1 a 189 864 16 5 0 aas 5 0| 78.5% 99.7% 100.0% 100.0%
30-Jul k1] 129 2 67 2 o 0 69| 1,106 34 4] o 1,140 a 0[100.0% 100.0%
6-Aug 32 0, ' '
13-Aug 33 0
109} 1,231 1,139 561 6 2937 5155 10439 6,702 70| 22,366 507 691
* Included as an indicator of the number of age 1-3 steelhead emigrating as pre-smolt or smolt. "NA® = Not recordad for this period.
Mean Catch Totals Index Totals Cumulative Index (%)
River Expanded for 7 days trapping
Weok Julian Flow Trap| Chinook Coho Chinook Coho Chineok Coho
of Week (cfs) Days) YOY C A+ YOy 1+ YOY 1+ YOY 1+ YOY 1+ YOY 1+
12-Mar 1M 1]
19-Mar 12 .0
26-Mar 13 (1]
ZApr 14 0
9-Apr 15 293 4 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| 0.0%
16-Apr 16 862 6 -Q 0 [} ) [} 4] o o] 0.0%
23-Apr 17 1,118 7 3 [:] 1] [ 33 0 0 0| 22%
30-Apr 18 1,217 7 1 ] 0 0 13 [ [} 4 3.0%
7-May 19 Bes 6 7 Q 0 ) T 0 [} 0] 8.1%
14-May 20 . 605 7 14 0 .0 0 108 0 [} 0| 15.2%
21-May 21 508 7 25 ] 0 ] 159 a ] [ 25.7%
28-May 22 820 7 16 0 /] 0 104 a a . 0] 32.5%
4-Jun 23 794 7 7 0 0 1] 50 0 9 0| 358%
11-Jun 24 683 7 25 0 0 0 150 1] a 0| .45.7%
18-Jun 25 500 7 36 0 0 0 170 ] ] 0| 56.8%
25Jun 26 I74 7 a7 0 0 0 339 ] a o 79.1%
2-Jul 27 308 7 43 0 0 0 160 0 1] 0| 89.7%
8-Jul 28’ 229 7 54 0 Q 0 13 Q 0 0| 98.3%
16-Jul 29 179 7 10 0 ] Q 26 0 0 0 100.0%
23-Jul 30 150 7 ] 0 ] Q 0 0 0 0
30-Jul ki 129 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
G-Aug 32 0
13-Aug 33 0
109 333 Q 0 o 1520 0 0 0
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